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Non-Final Office Action 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . In view of the recent amendments, the rejection of claims 3, 7, 1 1 , 15, and 19, 
under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description 
requirement, has been withdrawn. 

Specification 

2. Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: in claim 1, lines 7-8, 
"on a host were a bug occurred" should be "on a host where a bug occurred" and lines 
15-16, "on said host were said bug occurred" should be "on said host where said bug 
occurred". 

3. Claim 13 is objected to because of the following informalities: in claim 13, lines 7- 
8, "on a host were a bug occurred" should be "on a host where a bug occurred" and 
lines 15-16, "on said host were said bug occurred" should be "on said host where said 
bug occurred". 

4. Claim 17 is objected to because of the following informalities: in claim 13, lines 9- 
10, "on a host were a bug occurred" should be "on a host where a bug occurred" and 
lines 17-18, "on said host were said bug occurred" should be "on said host where said 
bug occurred". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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6. Claims 1, 2, 4-6, 8-10, 12-14, 16-18, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Meier et al, U.S. Patent 6,058,393. 
Referring to claims 1,13, and 17: 

a. In column 8, lines 55-65, Meier et al. disclose that to locate a debugger, a 
tool locator mechanism is used. To locate a debugger, the tool locator can 
identify a machine and a port within a machine. Further, in column 16, lines 46- 
56, Meier et al. disclose a debugger client application program interface 
(requesting, using a Support Interface Module, a bug submission service from a 
first support host). 

b. In column 17, lines 48-52, Meier et al. disclose that a debug it message to 
the debugger server includes all of the arguments of the debugit routine such as 
internet address, login ID, password, address-space ID, thread ID, instruction 
address and the debugger server arguments (said debug submission service 
having (i) a list of data to be collected on a host where a bug occurred). 

c. In column 8, lines 55-65, Meier et al. disclose that to locate a debugger, 
the tool locator can identify a machine and a port within a machine ((ii) a support 
host return address). 

d. In column 5, lines 63-65, Meier et al. disclose that the tool locator will 
return a session list which is a list of all debuggers that meet the search criteria 
requested (said first support host having a support services resource wherein 
said Support Interface Module is on said host where said bug occurred; and said 
Support Interface Module is for communicating with said first support host). 
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e. In column 5, lines 58-60, Meier et al. disclose that the tool locator returns 
a communication endpoint address of a desired debugger so that a connection 
can be established with the debugger (receiving, on said host, said requested 
bug submission service, from said first support host, including (i) said list of data 
to be collected on said host where said bug occurred and (ii) said support host 
return address). 

f. In column 17, lines 48-52, Meier et al. disclose that a debug it message to 
the debugger server includes all of the arguments of the debugit routine such as 
internet address, login ID, password, address-space ID, thread ID, instruction 
address and the debugger server arguments (collecting data, on said host, based 
on said list of data to be collected). 

g. In column 8, lines 55-65, Meier et al. disclose that to locate a debugger, 
the tool locator can identify a machine and a port within a machine (sending said 
collected data from said host to said support host return address using said 
Support Interface Module on said host). 

Referring to claims 2, 6, 10, 14, and 18, in column 5, lines 55-65, Meier et al. 
disclose that tool locator returns a session list, which is a list of all debuggers that meet 
the search criteria requested. Each debugger has a corresponding address (said 
support services resource further comprises a directory of support host addresses). 

Referring to claims 4, 16, and 20, in column 8, lines 50-62, Meier et al. disclose a 
debugger client can then send a message to request debugging services for itself or for 
another program running on the network. It does this by first sending a message to the 
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tool locator to locate a debugger server specified by the debugger client. The tool 
locator will return the socket address of a debugger server that matches the debugger 
client's specification (receiving said debug submission service request by the support 
interface module). The debugger client then sends a "debuglt" message to the 
debugger server to request debugging service from the debugger server (establishing 
overall control of said bug submission service request process; generating at least one 
session for said bug submission service request; initializing communication control of 
said bug submission service request process). The debugger server will then attach a 
monitor/controller to the debugee (generating at least one transport for the al least one 
session; and transmitting and/or receiving data via the at least one transport). 
Referring to claims 5 and 9: 

a. In column 8, lines 55-65, Meier et al. disclose that to locate a debugger, a 
tool locator mechanism is used. To locate a debugger, the tool locator can 
identify a machine and a port within a machine. Further, in column 16, lines 46- 
56, Meier et al. disclose a debugger client application program interface (a 
receiver, on a host, for receiving, from a first support host, a bug submission 
service). 

b. In column 17, lines 48-52, Meier et al. disclose that a debug it message to 
the debugger server includes all of the arguments of the debugit routine such as 
internet address, login ID, password, address-space ID, thread ID, instruction 
address and the debugger server arguments (having (i) a list of data to be 
collected on said host after a bug occurred). 
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c. In column 8, lines 55-65, Meier et al. disclose that to locate a debugger, 
the tool locator can identify a machine and a port within a machine (and (ii) a 
support host return address). 

d. In column 5, lines 63-65, Meier et al. disclose that the tool locator will 
return a session list which is a list of all debuggers that meet the search criteria 
requested (said first support host having a support services resource wherein 
said receiver uses a Support Interface Module for said receiving; said Support 
Interface Module is on said host where said bug occurred; and said Support 
Interface Module is for communicating with said first support host). 

e. In column 17, lines 48-52, Meier et al. disclose that a debug it message to 
the debugger server includes all of the arguments of the debugit routine such as 
internet address, login ID, password, address-space ID, thread ID, instruction 
address and the debugger server arguments (a collector, on said host, coupled 
to said receiver for collecting data, from said host, based on said list of data to be 
collected). 

f. In column 8, lines 55-65, Meier et al. disclose that to locate a debugger, 
the tool locator can identify a machine and a port within a machine (a sender, on 
said host, coupled to said collector for sending said collected data to said support 
host return address using said Support Interface Module). 

Referring to claims 8 and 12, in column 8, lines 50-62, Meier et al. disclose a 
debugger client can then send a message to request debugging services for itself or for 
another program running on the network. It does this by first sending a message to the 
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tool locator to locate a debugger server specified by the debugger client. The tool 
locator will return the socket address of a debugger server that matches the debugger 
client's specification (a session handler for receiving a user request from a bug 
submission module and for controlling the activities of said Support Interface Module). 
The debugger client then sends a "debuglt" message to the debugger server to request 
debugging service from the debugger server (at least one session generated the 
session handler for processing said user request). The debugger server will then attach 
a monitor/controller to the debugee (a transport handler initialized by said at least one 
session for managing communications with said first support host; and at least one 
transport generated by said transport handler for communication of said at least one 
session with said support services resource). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 3, 7, 1 1 , 15, and 19 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed February 16, 2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

9. On page 10, under the section REMARKS , regarding the Revocation and 
Substitution of Power of Attorney, the Examiner has notified the respective person of 
the situation and hopes that the issue will be resolved. 
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10. On page 12, under the section REMARKS , the Applicant argues, "Thus, the host 
in Claim 1 requests a bug submission service and does not send criteria for a desired 
debugger as in Meier. Further, the requested service has a list of data to be collected 
on the host where a bug occurred, which is not a list of debuggers. In Meier, the criteria 
specifying the properties of the desired debugger are sent prior art to the occurrence of 
a bug. These facts alone are sufficient to distinguish over Meier." The Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Requesting a debugger is the same as requesting a bug 
submission service. In column 5, lines 38-54, Meier et al. disclose that a debug it 
message to the debugger server includes all of the arguments of the debugit routine 
such as internet address, login ID, password, address-space ID, and thread ID. Also 
included is the information necessary for the debugger to attach a monitor/controller to 
the user's program as well as the instruction address in the user's program where the 
debugging session should begin. This is a list of data to be collected. Further, nowhere 
is it taught by Meier that a request for a debugger is sent before a bug occurs and the 
Examiner requests that the Applicant show where this is taught. 

11. On page 13, under the section REMARKS , the Applicant argues, "The tool 
locator of Meier does not return a list of data to be collected on the host as recited in 
Claim 1 , but rather a list of debuggers. A list of debuggers fails to teach anything 
concerning a list of data to be collected on the host. The Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. In column 5, lines 38-54, Meier et al. disclose that a debug it message to the 
debugger server includes all of the arguments of the debugit routine such as internet 
address, login ID, password, address-space ID, and thread ID. Also included is the 
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information necessary for the debugger to attach a monitor/controller to the user's 
program as well as the instruction address in the user's program where the debugging 
session should begin. This is a list of data to be collected. 

12. On page 13 under the section REMARKS , the Applicant argues, "Making a 
dynamic connection between the program and a debugger as in Meier fails to teach 
exactly the collecting and send operations of Claim 1." The Examiner respectfully 
disagrees for at least the rejection given above. Further, Applicant's arguments fail to 
comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1(b) because they amount to a general allegation that the 
claims define a patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the language 
of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the references. 

13. The arguments, on pages 13-15 under the section REMARKS , regarding claims 
2, 4-6, 8-10, 12-14, 16-18, and 20 have already been addressed above. The Examiner 
directs the Applicant's attention there. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael C. Maskulinski whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-3649. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert W. Beausoliel can be reached on (571 ) 272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Michael C Maskulinski 

Examiner 

Art Unit 21 13 



